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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

(e) the invention was described in — 

(1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a national 
application published under section 122(b) only if the international application designating the United 
States was published under Article 21(2)(a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United 
states for the purposes of this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a); 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 11-13, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Reynolds. 

Regarding claim 1, Reynolds discloses a package for containing an electronic 
circuit assembly, the package comprising a housing 4 having a bottom surface and a 
plurality of walls extending upwardly from the bottom surface, the walls and the bottom 
surface defining a cavity 34 in the housing, the cavity being adapted to hold the 
electronic circuit assembly, at least one post 22 extending outwardly from one of the 
walls, the post being integrally formed with the housing, the post having a first end and 
a second end. the first end connected to the wall, a threaded annular sleeve portion 
located at the second end of the post, the threaded annular sleeve portion adapted to 
receive a female connector portion, a bore 24 passing through the post and the wall, the 
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bore adapted to receive a terminal 28, and a cover (col. 2, line 60) located over the 
cavity and attached to the housing. 

Per claim 2, an insulator 26 is located in the bore surrounding the terminal. 

Per claim 4, the electronic circuit assembly is a printed circuit board (6, 8). 

Per claim 5, the housing and cover are formed from metal. 

Per claim 6, the terminal 28 is a feed through terminal. 

Per claim 17, the circuit assembly is electrically connected to the bottom surface 
in order to make a ground connection between the housing and the circuit assembly 
(col. 2, lines 20-25). 

Claims 8, 9, 1 1 , 12, and 13 are rejected for the reasons pertaining to claims 1 , 2, 
4, 5, and 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 7, 10, 16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reynolds as in claim 1 in view of the admitted prior art. 

Regarding claim 3, Reynolds does not solder the terminal. The admitted prior art 
discloses that it is well known to solder the terminal to the package. At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to solder the Reynolds temninal to the package as 
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taught in the admitted prior art, for reasons well known in the art such as for ensuring a 
stable and secure electrical connection between the components. 

Regarding claim 7, Reynolds does not show a cover fastener. The admitted prior 
art discloses attaching the cover using a fastener. At the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to attach the cover to the housing using a fastener as taught in the 
admitted prior art for reasons well known in the art such as for preventing damage to the 
housing contents. 

Claims 10, 16, are rejected for the reasons pertaining to claims 3, 8, and 9. 

Regarding claim 18, the method of forming the device as in claims 3, 7, 10, and 
16 would have been obvious. 

Claims 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reynolds as in claim 12. Reynolds discloses that the housing is die cast rather than 
machined. Reynolds suggests that the housing may be made using other known 
methods (col. 2, lines 55-60). At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious 
to make the housing using known methods such as by machining for reasons well 
known in the art such as cost or simplification of manufacturing. "If the product in the 
product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the 
claim is unpatentable even though the prior product was made by a different process." 
In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985). MPEP section 
2113. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reynolds as in claim 8 in view of Inoue. Reynolds does not show an L-shaped cover. 
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Inoue discloses an L-sliaped cover 154. At the time of tlie invention, it would have been 
obvious to cover the Reynolds housing with an L-shaped cover as taught for reasons 
well known in the art such as to prevent dust or moisture from entering the housing. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ross Gushi whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2005. If attempts to reach the examiner by phone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paula A. Bradley, can be reached at 571-272-2800 extension 33. The 
phone number for the Group's facsimile is (703) 872-9306. 



Conclusion 





